REMARKS 

The Examiner rejects claims 46-61 under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph 
as being indefinite. 

First with respect to the phrase "data object" in claims 46 and 61, as pointed 
out at page 5, lines 6-8, and page 6, lines 1-4 of the Substitute Specification, the 
data object may be a parameter for control of the printer or copier, and at least one 
of the data objects not being controllable from the control panel of the printer. This 
language is now present in claim 46 and some of the similar language was removed 
from previous dependent claim 53. 

Next the Examiner considers the phrase "associating a third identifier as a 
third network address which is different than said second identifier second network 
address with the data object" as being vague since it is not understood how a 
network address can be associated with a data object. Claim 46 was amended to 
recite at the end of the claim that a position of the at least one data object in the 
network is determined by the third network address. Network addresses are clearly 
described in Applicants' specification and drawings by the examples shown such as 
V3 in Fig. 1 for the third identifier as being 1,2,2,1. This address identifies where in 
the hierarchy of the network the parameter is located, thus allowing ready and easy 
navigation to this data object. The term "associated" merely means that the data 
object (parameter) has this address associated to it so that the query for determining 
the value of that parameter, or changing that parameter, can be readily accessed 
through the network hierarchy of data lines. This is also readily understandable to 
one skilled in this printer art. 

Finally, the Examiner objects to the phrase "a control unit external to the 
printer". In this regard, claim 46 was amended to recite that the printer or copier has 
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a control panel and that an external data processing unit external to the printer or 
copier and its control panel is provided which accesses the printer or copier via an 
interface as a first data line. This is fully supported by Applicants' specification at 
page 2, lines 1-3 and readily understandable to one skilled in the art. It simply 
means that an external data processing unit such as a personal computer with 
software as recited in dependent claim 60 is external to the printer or copier and the 
printer or copier associated control panel. As is well known to those skilled in this 
art, printers or copiers have control panels on them. External simply means that the 
personal computer (external data processing unit) is not inside of the printer or 
copier and is different than the control panel associated with the printer or copier for 
operating a printer or copier. This is all readily understandable to one skilled in the 
high speed printer art. 

The Examiner rejects claims 46-55 and 57-61 under 35 U.S.C. §103 as 
unpatentable over Barnard in view of a newly cited reference, namely Rivette. 

Barnard only shows in Fig. 1 a network having a plurality of printers and a 
plurality of workstations and servers. The network management device 20 manages 
connection of the various workstations and servers to the various printers. Internet 
protocol addresses are associated with the various printers so that the various 
workstations or servers can be connected to the various printers by use of the 
Internet protocol addresses. But there is no mention whatsoever in this reference of 
at least one data object comprising a parameter for control of the printer or copier 
and wherein that parameter has an associated third network address different than 
the second identifier second network address where that parameter is located. Also 
there is no showing in either Figure 1 or Figure 9 of first and second control units in 
the printer or copier. There are only printers or copiers shown. Also there is no 



-7- 



discussion of maintenance, adjustment, or error analysis of data objects for at least 
one of those data objects which is not controllable from the control panel of the 
printer. 

The secondary Rivette reference does not satisfy these numerous 
deficiencies of the primary reference Barnard. Rivette only shows in Fig. 1 
hyperlinking of different documents by hyper-links such as link B and link C between 
documents A, B and C. Hyperlinks connect one document to another. They are not 
addresses used to find a data object of a printer and have nothing to do with a printer 
or copier network and nothing to do with a position of the at least one data object in 
the network being determined by the third network address. Hyperlinking is not a 
teaching to navigate through a network to find a data object in a printer or copier as 
claimed. There is also no disclosure of at least one of the data objects not being 
controllable from the control panel of the printer. 

With the present method, it is possible to maintain, adjust, or conduct error 
analysis such as with an external data processing unit which is a personal computer, 
for example, where at least one of those data objects is not controllable from the 
associated control panel of the printer. 

Dependent claims 47-58 and 60 distinguish at least for the reasons noted with 
respect to claim 46 and also by reciting additional features not suggested. 

Independent claim 61 is allowable at least for the reasons claim 46 is 
allowable. 

Allowance of the application is respectfully requested. 
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